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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 03 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -45 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 -2, 4-6, 8-9, 1 5-1 7, 19-21, 23-24, 30-32, 34-36, 38-39 and 45 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Poisner et al. (USPN: 
6,938,153) hereinafter, Poisner. 

The applied reference has a common assignee and inventor with the instant 
application. Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it 
constitutes prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
might be overcome either by a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention 
disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the inventor of this 
application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing 
under 37 CFR 1.131. 
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As per claim 1 , Poisner teaches a method of migrating storage from a temporary 
memory location in a temporary memory (i.e. CPU's cache memory; embedded in CPU 
100 in Fig. 1A-1B) to a main memory location in a main memory (i.e. the 
external/separate RAM for BIOS processing, the main memory 102 in Fig. 1A-1B), the 
method comprising: copying content from the temporary memory location to the main 
memory location; calculating a migration factor between the temporary memory location 
and the main memory location; and modifying a value in the main memory that identifies 
the temporary memory location to identify the main memory location (e.g. see Col. 4, 
lines 20-27 and Figs. 1-2). 

As per claim 2, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described above and 
furthermore, Poisner teaches that the content comprises stack data (e.g. see Col. 1 , line 
66 -Col. 2, lines 2). 

As per claim 4, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described above and 
furthermore, Poisner teaches that the temporary memory comprises a cache memory 
(i.e. CPU's cache memory; embedded in CPU 100 in Fig. 1 A-1B) (e.g. see Col. 1 , lines 
40-43 and Figs. 1A-1B). 

As per claims 5-6 and 8, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described 
above and furthermore, Poisner teaches that once the main memory is fully configured, 
the stack in separate RAM is no longer needed and stack pointer is re-programmed to 
point to main memory (e.g. see Col. 4, lines 20-27), i.e. the "dirty" data in the separate 
RAM is sent to the main memory, in other words, the temporary memory is 
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flushed/cleared (or placed in eviction mode) by copying data from the temporary 
memory to the main memory as claimed. 

As per claim 9, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described above and 
furthermore, Poisner teaches that the main memory comprises a random access 
memory (i.e. the external/separate RAM for BIOS processing, the main memory 102 in 
Fig. 1A-1B). 

As per claim 15, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described above and 
furthermore, Poisner teaches that the copying of content from the temporary memory 
location to the main memory occurs during pre-boot (e.g. see Col. 4, lines 20-38). 

As per claims 10-13, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described above 
and furthermore, Poisner teaches that once the main memory is fully configured, the 
stack in separate RAM is no longer needed and stack pointer is re-programmed to point 
to the main memory (e.g. see Col. 4, lines 20-27). The step of calculating and applying 
migration factor in order to point to the main memory is inherently embedded in the step 
of re-programmed stack pointer to point to the main memory taught by Poisner. Based 
on this rationale, claims 10-13 are rejected. 

As per claims 16-17, 19-21, 23-24 and 30, see arguments with respect to the 
rejection of claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-9 and 15, respectively. Claims 16-17, 19-21 , 23-24 and 
30 are also rejected based on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-9 
and 1 5, respectively. 

As per claims 31-32, 34-36, 38-39 and 45, see arguments with respect to the 
rejection of claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-9 and 15, respectively. Claims 31-32, 34-36, 38-39 and 
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45 are also rejected based on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-9 
and 15, respectively. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-4, 7, 18-19, 22, 33-34 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Poisner in view of the 'Background of Invention' section of the 
current application, hereinafter, BOI. 

As per claim 3, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described above but 
does not teach that the content of the temporary memory comprises heap data. 
However, BOI teaches that the content of the temporary memory (i.e. the external 
memory) comprises stack and heap data (e.g. see paragraphs [0003] and [0005]). 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of 
the current invention was made to implement the teaching of BOI in the method taught 
by Poisner. In doing so, dynamically allocated data structures, i.e. storage that is not 
known until the program is running, can be stored temporary memory during pre-boot. 

As per claim 4, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described above and 
furthermore, Poisner inherently teaches that the temporary memory comprises a cache 
memory (i.e. CPU's cache memory; embedded in CPU 100 in Fig. 1A-1B) (e.g. see Col. 
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1, lines 40-43 and Figs. 1A-1B). Suppose if the Applicant is not agree with Examiner for 
this inherency feature, Examiner would like to support it by secondary reference. BOI 
teaches that the temporary memory comprises a cache memory (i.e. the on-board 
processor cache) (e.g. see paragraph [0005]). 

As per claim 7, the combination of Poisner and BOI teaches the claimed 
invention as described above and furthermore, BOI teaches that the cache memory 
comprises one of (i) an L1 cache memory, and (ii) an L2 cache memory (i.e. the on- 
board processor cache) (e.g. see paragraph [0005]). 

As per claims 18-19 and 22, see arguments with respect to the rejection of 
claims 3-4 and 7, respectively. Claims 18-19 and 22 are also rejected based on the 
same rationale as the rejection of claims 3-4 and 7, respectively. 

As per claims 33-34 and 37, see arguments with respect to the rejection of 
claims 3-4 and 7, respectively. Claims 33-34 and 37 are also rejected based on the 
same rationale as the rejection of claims 3-4 and 7, respectively. 

4. Claims 14, 29 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Poisner in view of Meyer (USPN: 2002/0099909). 

As per claims 14, 29 and 44, Poisner teaches the claimed invention as described 
above but does not teach that the value in the main memory is verified as identifying the 
temporary memory by determining if the value is greater than a bottom of the temporary 
memory and is less than a top of the temporary memory. Meyer, on other hand, 
teaches that the value in the main memory is verified as identifying the temporary 
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memory by determining if the value (i.e. the address received from the processor 10 in 
Fig. 1 ) is greater than a bottom of the temporary memory and is less than a top of the 
temporary memory (i.e. within the main memory 100 in Fig. 1 or the tow-latency memory 
130 in Fig. 1; the temporary memory in this application) (e.g. see paragraph [0028] and 
Fig. 1 ). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time of the current invention was made to implement the teaching of Meyer in the 
method taught by Poisner so it can be determined whether to modify the value in main 
memory during migration before the boot process ends. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

> MacLeod (USPN: 2002/0166038) also teaches about checking 
whether the address falls within the main memory or not (e.g. see 
paragraph [0032]). 

> Haller et al. (USPN: 2002/0199080) also teaches that the address is 
within the given zone of a main memory (e.g. see paragraph [0002]). 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hetul Patel whose telephone number is 571-272-4184. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 



Application/Control Number: 10/633,432 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2186 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matt Kim can be reached on 571-272-4182. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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